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^ ABSTRACT 

The Bilingual Individualized Instructional Hanageoent 
System operated in ohe Detroft (Michigan) public scnool. Materials 
and assistance' were also offered to one parochial school. The 
apl)roach employed a comprehensive and individualized learning system 
*o provide concentrated instruciton to 150 children in grades 
Kindergarten through five who werje "experiencing learning difficulties 
as a result of their limited ability to speak En^ish. ^The children 
in grades one through five spent half their time in bilingual classes 
and half in a class "with an English speaking teacher. The 
--instructional system allowed each child to work at his/her own pace. 
Additional program components included inservice teacher educaV.on 
•and parent outrej^ch programs. A performance evaluation indicated that 



"i-ne of the 14 program objectives were achieved during the l9/B-iy/s 
school year. Those objectives which were not met evidenced progress 
-toward-achievementiT Relevant-datpi and testing i-nstruments-are- 
appended. (Author/MK) 
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■ INTRODUCTION 



Detroit's Bilin6uaVndivid.alized Instructi^^^^^^^ 

Prooedt for t«e 1978-79 school -^^^ f .^^Jr^^J^^ approach employed 
ized approach begun burins the 1975 7b scno j ^.^^ concentrated 

a comp'rehensive and -dividuaUzed^learnx^^^^^ ^3 ^ ,,3,lt of 

instruction to children ^^^^"^^"^I^^S Snguage in grades kindergarten 
their limited ability to l^lfJ^l^,^f,%rmTf liling^al instruction at 
through -five. Ti^%P^°^f,^°f!^d1ffefed materials and assistance in the- . 
the Webster Elementary School f ^ Holy Redeemer, a nearby non- ■ 

areas of- culture, and heritage to students at Holy ^^^^^^ ^^^^ ^ 

public school. The -i"^^^^^*^°!J^i^[°^^SsSonal in each of the grades. 
Ungual^- teacher and .a hUxngual P^JP^^^^^e SS local funds. Bilingual para- ^ 
Bilingual teachers were paid ^yj'f Each teacher had two groups 

professionals were paid by -^-^-^ a day with the bilingual 

k students. Each of these groups spent hal. a 
. teacher and-paraprofessional. Most ox t^e PP ^^^^^ 

(150) children were °f ^^"'•^^^t^t in Se prSc? who were bilingual or ^.nglish . 

also some children Part^-Pf.^^f ^eS pSe^ts' request and in keeping witu 

trpSLorhJ^rarch^^^^^^^^ -s.roo,s Should not be isolated 

from their peers. 

Th; Children- in grades 1 th..gh ^^f^ ^ Sfif elation 
'a'bilingual homeroom. Grades 1 and | P^P^J^^^^eir proficiency increased, 
in theif home l-guage moving -^^^.g/i^i^t learned to .«-ite and to 

They^ studied phonics and other "^J^S^ conducte'd in both Engi^sh and 

work with numerical concepts. Instruction ^ ^th an r.nglish 

■Spanish. -T-hese.-childr.en...returned to thei^^onte ,^ ^^^^ ^ 

speaking teacher, for the Remainder of the day. ^^.e^^ity individual- x 

4died mathematics and .ngish^ f,^,, ^^^^^^ homerooms, 

ized learning system, as wexx d v 

Curing the remainder of j^i' ^^^^f,*! '^fsfSilirti'.'^ai.'g'SS'"' ' 
im their regular class '° -f^f^ft? ft Instruction in culture a^^^heritage 
their fellow ^""'^"^^v'^t.f^i^s"! Students at Holy Redeemer also benefited 
. «1Ssro"of Stur: r h;ritage le.sons into their curriculum. 

^ high intensity ^^^^i^'^^T^.^^^' X^Jl^^^^^^ 
management model which fl°r^jS,S!''ais individualized learning en- 
. S^orrc^uStrwfh^ri^^reSnted using conventional classroom 



management techniques. x 
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ftn.Tfrn»TVT? i • Fiftv xjercent of the participants in grades 1-5 will gam at 
OBJECTIVE 1. Fxfty percent^^ reading, skills for each month of program 

pai*ticipation« 

Evaluation Design 

Type : Pretest - Posttest (No Control Group) 
Dates : Pretest: April, 1978 (Grades 5), November, 1978 

(Grades 1-5) , ' , 



A 



Posttest: April, 1979. 

Technique; All project participants in f -des.l-£having pre. and 
posttest scores were included m tne analysis, -or 

'\ grades and 5, 10 months growth was expected; for grades 

1, 2 and 5, '5 months growth was expected. 

Instruments: . fo.nS . Achievement Test, Levels U and 12, for grades 
1 and 2 

tL .Tests of Basic Skills , Levels 9-11, for grades 5, & 5 
Problems : No problems were encountered. 

Evaluation Results 

n ^^„„. v-iffv Tier cent of the participants in grades 1-5 will gain 
Crxterxon. '^f J^^^^^^f ^^^.^ ^'reading for each month of program 

parti cipation • 

Resi^Lts : Forty-six percent of the participants gained at least one 
nionth in reading for each month of program partxcxpation. 

This .objective was not achieved. , 

no^« • Table 1 indicates the mean pre- and posttest scores as 

- * weS as the mean gains in reading for project participants 
by grade. 

Table 2 indicates the number and percent of students 
meeting the criterion by grade. 

Results of achievement testing conducted in Spanish 
may be found in Appendix D. ' • 
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•- • TABLE 1 

. Pt.p- and Pbsttest Measures 

'Means and Standard deviations for ^^^^e 
aixd Mean Gaan Scores m Keaaing o^f 
■ in Grade Equivalent Units 



XT 



Grade 

1 
2 

3 
k 

5 



No. of 

Students* 



18 

13 
10 
16 
19 



Pretest 



X 


. SD 


X 


1.7 


0.3 


1.7 


1.2 


0.6 


1.8 


2.5 


0.5* 


2.9 


2.9 


.0.7 


3.8 


3.3 


0.9 


k:7. 



Posttest 
SD 



0.2 
0*6 
0.6 
0.8 
0.8 



Mean 
Gain 



0.0 
0.6 
O.k 
0.9 



students having both pre- and post 
included. 



sttest scores were 




TABLE 2 

Number and Percent of Students Gaining^e Month in 
• Reading Skills for Each Month of 

Program Participation • 



Grade 



Number of 
Pre- Posttest 
Matches 



Students Achieving 

Objective" 
.Number Percent 



1 
2 

5 
k 

5 



18 

13 
10 
16 
19 



1 
6 
6 
8 

Ik 



5.6 
k6.Z 
60.0 
50.0 
73-7 
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Conclusiona; Students in grades 5, and 5 ^ f.^^jjf " 

' . Grade 2 students were. very clo.se. Grade 1 results 
were very poor with mean gains of 0; 



OBJe'cTIVE 2? Fifty percent of the participants in grades 1-5 will gain at 
OBJECTIVE 2, J^^lty p^^ ^^^^^ mathematics skills for each month ox 

program participation. 



Evaluation Design 
Type • 
Dates i 



Pret^lt - Posttest (No Control Group) 



Technique 



Instruments: 



Freest: April,. 1978 (Grades k & 5), November, 1978 
, (Grades 1-3) 

Posttest: April, 1979 

All project participants in grades 1-5 having pre- 
and posttest scores were included in -.he analysis. ■ 
For grades and 5, 10 months growth was expected; 
for grades 1, 2 and 3, 5 months growth was expected. 

California Achievement Test , Levels 11 and 12 for 
grades 1 and 2 , 

Iowa Tests of Basic Skills , Levels 9-11 1 for gi-ades 
3; ^ and 5 [ 



Problems* : No problems were encountered. 



Evaluation Results 
Criterion 



Results 



Data 



Fifty percent of the pW^ipants in grades 1-5 will 
gain at lea^t one^month in mathematics skxUs for each 
month of program participation. 

Almost eighty-four percent of .the participants gained 
at least on^month in mathematics skills for each 
month of program participation. s 

This objective was achieved. 

Table 3 indicates the mean pre- and posttest scores as 
well as the mean gains in mathematics for. project 
participants by grade. ■ 

Table k indicates the number and percent of students 
meeting the criterion by grade. 



TABLE 3 

» 

^ -r- Pre- and Posttest Measures 

'in 'Grade Equivalent Units 





No. of 


Grade 


Students 

f - 


1 


18' 


2 


12 


3 


10 




15 


5 


. 18 



1.7 

2.5 
3.3 
3.7 



SD 

0.2 
O.k 
0.5 
0.7 
0.8 



Postt«st 


Mean 
Gain 


X 


SD 


2.5 . 


0.5 


0.8 


2.7 


0.5 


1.2 


3.6 


. 0.7 


1.1 


k.e 


0.8 


1.3 


5.6, 


0.8 


1.9 



"•Only students having 
included 



TABLE ^ 

«4. of Students Gaiiiing One Month in 
Number and Percent °^ Student 
Mathematics Skills lor 

Program Participation 



Grade 

1 

2 

3 
k 

5 



Number of 
Pre- Posttest 
Matches 

18 

13 
10 

15 
18 



Students Achieving 
nv. ;jfietive 

Percent 



Number 

13" 
11 
9 

12 
17 



72.2 
8lf.6 
90.0 
80.0 
9k.k 




^ A criterion with overwhelming 
C,.cl.sio.. Student. ^ ^^t^lro^oV. approve, t, ■ 

success. J-his i""-^ — _ 

mathematics is working. 
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OBJECTIVS 3:.- Eighty -percent of the project participants in grades 3-5 will* 
master ^ighty percent of the reading performance objectives 
prescribed for them* 



Evaluation. Design 

Type : Posttest only (No Comparison Group) 

Technique ; Teachers list the -names of students meeting or 

exceeding the criterion an^ 9^ those not meeting 
the criterion in January and in June, 1978* 

The percent of students meeting or exceeding the 
criterion is computed. 

' '/ Instruments: Each student keeps a copy of a* Student Record Book 

which duplicates^ the numbers and prescriptions, listea 
in- the Catalog of 'insti^uctional Objectives and« ■ 
Prescriptions. . The teacher marks objectives mastered 
by the -student. . " - 

Problems. : No problems were encountered. 



Evaluation Results 



Criterion 



Results 



Data 



* » «• - 

Ei^ty percent of the project pai-ticipants in grades 
>5 will master eighty percent of the" reading 
performance objectives prescribed for them. ^ , 

Over eighty-eight percent of the participants mastered 
eighty percent of the reading performance objectives 
prescribed' for them.- 

/> 

This objective was achieved. 

Table 5 indicates the number and percent of -participant 
mastering eighty percent of the reading performance 
objectives prescribed for them by grade. 



TABLS 5 



• "^'^'Vrescribed for Them By Grade ^ 



V 

{ 




' ^ /-v 

^ ^ ilfi^renffs'Sf-tf/e with students of li.vted. ^ 
English proficiency. ^ 

of' the project participants in grades 3-5 will 
OBJECTIVE Bighty P«-^^«,f of Jhe mathematics performance 



^valuatio n Design 
Type^ 



Techin.que 



\ 
\ 

Instruments 



Problem 



Posttest- only. (No Comparison Group) 

TeacherTlistlheTaie^^ 

exceedir^g the <:^^*,«"°^^^d L 5^e/W 
the criterion in January ^and m o , 

I,, percent stnienfs -e,tins-or excee^ns th. . 
criterion is computed. 

and Prescriptions. The teacne , ^ 
mastered by the student. 

No problems wVe encountered. 
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Evaluatioa Results 
Criterion 

. Results 



Data 



Eighty percenfof the project participants in 
grades 3-5 will "aster eighty percent of the 
mathematics performance objectives, individually 
prescribed for them. 

Over. eighty-six percent of^the participants 
mastered eighty percent of the mathematics 
performance objecfiVes-prescribed- %pr them. ^ 

This objective was achieved. " — - _ 

Table 6 indicates the pumber and percent of 
participants mastering eighty percent of the 
mathematics perfoWce. objectives prescribed 
for them by gradp. 



TABLE 6 ■ 

Number andBercent of Partic3:>n)ts Mastering 
Eigh^-y PerceriKpf the Mathematics Objectives 
Prescrib^-for Them by Grade 



Participants, 



'Grade 


' Number 
Enrolled 


M^^+-.>npmatics Objectives 




Number 


Percent 


3 


25 


• 22 


88.0 . 






20 


83.3 


5 




"^T, y. "* 


83.9, 


Totals 


76 


; 66 ' 


86.8 



effecUve Strstudeats 3i li.ite^ English proficiency. 

^ I ^oHo« l-s'-DUDils will demonstrate a 

OMZOTIVE 5= ■ ^-f/,//rftt - Srfcai cultures -^ieving 

f^eeJ score of at le^st eighty percent. x.n te,cher-«ade 
cultural tests. 
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Tl-rnl °" Design . ■ ^ "a *. 

■ ■ — ' Sfe^r/srs^* ---- ^ ■ 

. ror'each student th.^;e- ^IZZT.^ 

tests -as "■^"''^St '^:rc"t orl^bo-ve »as tabulated. 
• , ■ • students scoring eighty percent 



Problems • • 
Evaluatio n Results 
Criterion * ^ 

Results • 



Data 



only students in grades 3 through 5 were te.ted. 



^ ^ ,^«rfp<; 1-5 Tjupils will achieve a 
rrrrrofltlefsf e?*t? percent on teacher-.ade 

cultxu-e tests. 

culture testsV,__ - * ; 

This objective was achieved. " /' 
• Tabie 7 displays the, results of the six tests which 
were administered. 

TABLE 7 

rd^^f-?^°s:i:^rMr/cre« 

Grades \5 . = ^^^^''^L Below the Criterion 
Culture Tests Above and Below 

RanRe^ofJcores^ 
Above B05^\ iie-L"" 




" • c=i-„rients in grades 3 through 5 
conclusions: Mean scores f l^l^l^ f.uria^ tesUd on these tests 
indicate uastery °f » use- the materials 

::r,S."Th^er^oiir^e encouraged to use «iese 
' materials in the future. ^ . - 
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OBJECTIVE 6: Eiriity .percent of the project participants in kindergarten will 
OBJECTIVE b. J^g^y/^^^^^g readiness based on a first grade entry level 

* ^ performaiice. 



Evaltiation Design 



Type 



technique 



: Posttest only 



Instrument 
Problems 



All kindergarten project participants having posttest 
scores were included in the analysisX^ Raw scores on 
the Metropolitan Readiness Testwere converted to 
stanines. Students with score^ 3r a^ve the fourth 
stanine were_cpnsidered-^to-have-achteved reading 
■readiness. The number of these students yas- tabulated 
and percent calculated. ■ ^ x 

Metropolitan -Readiness Test 

A large number of students was not tested. 



Evaluation Results 
^ Criterion 



Results 



Data 



Eighty percent of the project participants in kindergarten 
will achieve a score on the Metropolitan Readiness Test 
at or above" the fot^th stanine. 

Seventy-seven percent of the project participants- in 
kindergarten achieved a score on the Metropolitan 
Readiness Test at or above the fourth stanine. , 

This objective was not achieved. 

Table' 8- gives the distribution of. scores achieved at 
each stanine on the Metropolitan Readiness Test. / 
Observation of the percent of participants column reveals 
that twenty of the twenty-six students tested ^or 1 ff>) 
scored above the criterion. 



TABLE 8 



Distribution of Scores f ^ f/,. 
M*.trot)olitan Readiness Test for rroj 
" IpSiicipants in Kindergarten 



Stanine 



9 > 

A. 
7 
6 

5 
k 



5 
2 
1 



NninV'- Percent, 



0 
0 
1 
6 
3 

10 



If 
2 
0 



'o 
k' 

23 
12 
38 



Criterion 
Level 



15 
8 
0 



This shows progress. 

" . f • ^ades 1-5 student^.having low self-concept 
OBJECTIVE ?: Tiie number of grades i P 
OBJECiivc, / reduced. 



Svaluationjesiffi 

r: Pretest - Posttest (No Control Group) 

Type • . 

: Pretest - October, 1977 



Datea 



Technique 



Posttest r May» 1978 ' 

Students scoring at °^ ^sttestedT^Those 
indicating low ,„t!o/f score were considered 

achieving scores above, t^e cut ^ ^ o^itive 

to have improved ^^udents was calculated. 

level, f V^^aSn/prei^^^^^^ — ^^^'^'^^ 

Only students having pre p 

the analysis/ 



Inventory 



-Problems ' : Many students judged to have low^self-concept on^he 
pretest did not take the posttest. 



■Evaluation Results 



Criterion 



■ Results 



Data 



The number of grades 1-5 project participants judged 
to have low self-cohcept vdll be reduced. 

Eight of the sixteen students p6sttested scored in the 
in5 «9lf-concept range. Therefore, the number of 
students having low self-concept was reduced. 

This-objective was . achieved. 

Table 9 presents the results of pre- and posHes^ing 
on the^Primary-Sel-f-Concept- Inventory..- .It. should b e _ 
noted that the number tested on the posttest was 
substantially smaller than the .number of students 
scoriae in -the low self-concept range on the pretest, 
only 16 of the 37 participants eligible for PO-^^-^^'JS 
were actually tested. This represents only 1*3 percent. 
Sf these' 16 students, 8 moved out of the low self-concept 
range. 



Grade 



1 
2 
3 

5 

Totals 



^ TABLE 9 

Results of Primary Self-Concept 
Inventory Testing By Grade 




Tested 
28 
26 
28 
26 
25 

133 



' Scoring In 
Low Self-Concept 
Range 

6 

10 
10 
,5 



37 



Tested 



Ranee 



16 



•8 
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: Ccnclusiona: Due to the loss of P-p-t ohes, ^^^f^'f^^ 

SuaSr has tad Ly opportunities to^hser,. 

^' nr?r"eir^l«t^^.:i:iur?o"SpS^tu.euts. 

Z -.r Sei-ri^cate ?h^ in^rpr-^^^ 

of the situations depicted m tne •^^^^^^''.y _ 
01 T;ne biw^u . authors and, therefore, the 

SSc:rret;?o^ fa^rrrio. U«-concept St sll, 

4. «-P 4->,P total school staff (administrators, 
OBJ^m 3= will acquire a >cno„ledse_of 

. Latin American culture. 

jV^_]^;;fltion Design 

. , at least one workshop was "^^^"J at least 

'• The percent of staff members participating m 
one workshop was computed. 

T . nt • Each staff member maintained a list of workshops 
Instrument . f^f^^f^f^ activities participated m. 

Problems : No problems were encountered. 



^valuation Resu lt£ 
Criterion : 

Results • 



Data 



Sevent-y^^five percent of *^^^°*f,/,^f,f33sion^ will 
(administrators, teachers, and J^J^^f ^^.^^ 
participate in at least one workshop or- related 
culture-heritagf; activities. 

Thirty-fiv. of thirty-eight (or ^^f ^^.^f 

Se total school staff participated m at least one 

workshbp activity. 

This objective was achieved. 

-u^fpS-iraur^^^^^^^^^^^ 

of workshops attended. 



TABLE 10 



Ihimber of Staff-Memb-ers-Participating- -in- Workshops. 
By Number of Workshops Attended, 



Number of 
Workehope 


staff Members 


Number , 


Percent 


0 


3 


. 8 


1 


5 


13 


2 , 


9 




3 


7 ' 


l8 


k-. 


3 


8 


5 


•5 ' 


13 


6 


3 


8 


7 


1 ■ 


3 


8 


1 


3 


9 


0 


0 


10 


0 


0 


"11 


1 


1 



^i,5c=-!on«- The results of this analysis indicate a high level 
Conclusxone. J^^^^^^.^^^^ in project related actitivies. 

I 

course work leading toward State, endorsement as bxlxngual ^ 
instructors for limited English speaking student^. 



Evaluation Desi 



lation Design 

TechniquC : Teachers and/or P.^-P-°J«-^i°S^^„f ^i^'^o^s'^ef^ned. 

courses will indicate the number of credit hours earnea. 

The number of teachers and/or- paraprofessionals 
completing college courses leading toward State 
endorsement as^ bilingual instructors for limited 
English speaking students will be tabulated.. 



Instrument :. A list of teachers and/or paraprofessionals completing 
college courses and -the ntunber of credit hours 
* completed was provide*^ by the project director. 

Problems : No problems were encountered. 



Evaluation Results 
. Criterion : 



Results 



Data 



At least twenty-six teachers and/or par^protassiosal 
serving limited English peaking students will be 
enrolled in college courses leading toward State 
endorsement as bilingual. instructors for limited ■ - 
English ^peaking students. 

Eight teachers and/or^paraprofessionals completed 
college courses leading toward State endorsement as 
bilingual instructors for limited English speaking 
students. ,\ 

This objective was not achieved. 

Table 11 indicates the number of staff members earning 
credits and the number of credits earned. Six 
Webster staff members and. two staff persons from Logan 
are included. A total of -ll^f credit hours\were earned.. 



T^CBLS ii 

Numbers of Credits Earned by Staff Members 
In the Project School Area 



1 No. .of 
Credit Hours 
Earned 


No. of 

Staff 
Members 


Total 
Credit Hours 
Earned 


'z 


1 


2 


8 


1 


8 


11 


2 


*22 


12 


1 


12 


i6 

<• 


1 


16 


• 20 


1 


20 




1 


Ih 


Totals. 




llf 
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Conclusion: 



OBJECTIVE 10:. 



The criterion for this objective was very hi^. Only 
eight staff members were trained using Title VII funds. 
It should be noted, however, that a large number of 
Title VII- staff members have completed state endorsement. 



At least twenty staff members from schools having a hij* 
'concentration of limited English speaking pupils will 
participate in at least four inservice training sessions 
related* to^bilingual/bi cultural education. 



I^valuation Design 
Technique ! 

Instmraents 



Distributions of workshop participants by -school were 
tabiaated from workshop sign-in sheets. Results-of 
evaluation instruments were sent to the director 
following each workshop where they were used. 

Workshop sign-in sheets and Participants' Workshop 
Evaluation Forms were used. Both may be found m 
Appendix A. *' . 



Evaluation Results 
Criterion : 



Results C:>5, 



Data 



At least twenty staff members from schools having a 
high concentration of limited English speaking _ 
students will attend at least four, inservice training 
sessions related to bilingu'al/bicultural education. 

At least twenty staff members from schools having a 
hirfx concentration of limited English speaking 
students attended four inservice training sessions 
related to bilingual/bicultural education. Eleven 
attended a fifth, sixteen attended a sixth and 
eighteen attended a seventh. 

This objective was achieved. 

Seven workshops were held." The dates of the workshops 
and the distribution of participants by school may be 
found in Table 12. ^ 
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TABLE 12 ■ . 

Participants in Workshops for Staff of Schools 
■ Having a High Concentration of Linuted . 
. English Speaking Students 



^,^p.>^oT' of Participants 



Workshop 
Date 


Webster 


Holy 
Redeemer 


October 28^ 1978 . 


20 


0 


November l8", 1978^ 


20- 


' 0 


"January 2^7 1979 


YS 


0- 


February- 10, 1979 


16 ■ 


0 


Februe^-2it' 1979 


16 


0 


March 17, 19^"^ 

• 


^20 , 


0 


May 5, 1979 


11 





other 


Total 


2 


• 22. . 


If 


Zk 


5 


21 


2 


18 . 


0 


16 


3 . 


23 - 


0 


ii 



tot they »ere most Mneficial to all participants. 

oB^iv. ii: ^^^zr^^:^^^^^^-'^ 

to other schools in the district. 



'■V . . • 

Evaluation Design 

. 4 of the unit titles prepared by the project' 

Technique : A Ust^of ^the^un^^^^ ^.^^ P^ ^^^.^^^^ 

^ Instr^ent : Copies of the units prepared were submitted to the 

evaluator. 

.Problems : No problems were encountered; 

Evaluation Besults 

Crite^ioa = Project resource coordinators »iil prepare instructional 
materials. 



Results 



Data 



Ten units and/or activities were prepared by the 
project resource coordinators* , 

This objective was achieved* 

Units were prepared and disseminated on the following 
subjects: 

1. Foods that Mexico Gave the World 

2;. The Mexi6an Revolution of 1910 

3. ^^enito Juarez, President of Mexico 

If. Puerto Rico (an annotated bibliography) 



Puerto Rico 
The Black Americans 
Maria in Her China Poblana 



Mexican Crafts 



5- 
6. 

7. 
8. 

9. P^eru^s Golden Treasures 

10. Cinco de Mayo (2 units) 

In addition, demonstration lessons were given ^t 
Sbstei and Holy Redeemer and the coordinators worked 
on the Newsletter. , 



activities for students at both schools. 



OBJECTIVE 12: 



At least eighty percent of tlie students receiving services 
froi the pi^eJt speech therapist will show signifxcant 
l^lZs in ihe aSeviation of their respective xdentxfxed 
Speech impediment. 



y. valti^tion Design 




Instruments: 
Problems : 



Data ref?arding the number of referrals made, children 
se^cTaid^rogress made will be obtained from the ^ 
SpH^h Therapist. The percent of children elbowing. . 
gnificant progress will be computed. 

Therapist's log. 

Du; to^udget cut, the Speech Therapist was not hired 
^aect children weie referred to the regular school 
^eech Therap^and reeults for this objectxve are 
based on these merrals. 



Evaluation Resxxlts 



Criterion 



Results 



Data 



At least eighty percent of the students receiving services 
from the Speech Therapist will show significant progress 
in.-the alleviation of their respective identified 
speech impediment • 

Seventy-five percent of the project students referred 
to the Speech Therapist showed progress m the 
alleviation of their respective identified speech o 
impediment* . ^ 

Nine project students were referred to the Speech 
Therapist. ■ Of these, two left and three were et^olled 
too late in^the school year to be considered. Three o. 
the remaining four "showed iaprovem^nt. 



This objective was not achieved. 



CJonclusionsJ 



OBJECTIVE 15: 



Since only four subjects were used to determine the 
outcome of this objective, the fact that the crxterxon 
was missed by only ^ tends to result in a misleading 
conclusion. If pro ject -funds had been available to hire 
a Speech Therapist, better results might be expected. 



Project teachers will acquire and/or a,ncrease the ^nowledge 
and skills necessary to implement an individualized systems 
approach fpr reading and mathematics to accomodate the 
special needs of bilingual and limited English speaking 
students. y 



Evaluation Design 
Technique 



Sign-in sheets were used to determine attendance by 
project teachers at inservice training workshops. 



Instruments: Workshop sign-in sheets 
Problems : No problem.% were encountered. 



Evaluation Results 

* 

Criterion 



Results 



ERIC 



Project teachers new to the project will participate 
in a minimum of four inservice training activities. 
Project teachers previously involved in project activities 
will participate in a minimum of two inservice^jtrainins 
activities. 

All six project teachers were previously involved in 
project activities. All participated in more than two 
inservice training sessions. 

-20- 



22. 




^ This objective was/ achie-^ed. 



Data : • Six project staff /me mbers partic ipated in the workshops. 

The number of teachers along with tSe~humbHr-o-f— : 

-workshops attende^k are displayed in Table 13. 

, TABLE 13 ' ' 

Nianbers of Project Teachers Attending 
Inseijvxce" Training Sessions 



Nvfl^er of Number of 
Sessions Teachers 
Attended Attending 

7 ■ ,1 

6 1 

5 3 
k 1 

2 0 Criterion 

Level 



1 

0 ,11:0. 



Conclusions: The procedures used by the project fetaff for training 
teachers in the use of the individualized systems 
approach for reading and' mathematics to accomodate the 
special needs of bilingual and limited English 
- speaking students were successful. 

OBJECTIVE Ih: At least seventy percent of the parents bf participating 
children will acquire an understanding of how to use 
appropriate materials at home with their children,. 

/ 

Evaluation Design, 

Technique Numbers of parents. participating in activities will be 
tabulated. , \ " 

An unduplicated; count of parents participating in one- 
or more of 'the four workshops given for parents will 
be made. This number will be divided by the number , 
' ^ „ of p^ticipants based on the April, 1978 enrollment. J 

" ■ ' 
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Instruments: 



Problems; 




Workshop sign-in sheets 
produce confounded results- 



Criterionj 
Result's 



Data 



« least seventy, percent of the Parent^f ^^^^^^^^^ 

Lterials at home »ith their children. 

seven ^or.^.^^^^^t^T^ f/^eS's 
r^'^pfr^tV/thel^r^Ss of ^pirtijipating children 
•in attendance. 

This objective was not achieved. 

seven -rkshops .Vere held o^ De^(»her^6 A 

and May 5. 1979- '^^^'^^^'^..^^'-^ Results of workshop 
Appendix B« 



Table 15* gives the distribution of participants by 
the number of workshops attended. I 

TABLE 1** 

Number of Particiij^ants 
At Parent Workshops 



Date 



Number 



December 

6,. 1978 
December 7, 1978 
January 20, 1979 
February 17, 1979 
February a, 1979 
March 3, 1979 
May 5, 1979 

Total r 



18 

9' 
20 

25 
28 
28 
21 

159" 
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' TABLE 15 

Number of Participants at Parent Workshops 
By Ntunber of Workshops Attended 



\ . 
Conclusions: 



Number of 
Workshops 



Number of 
Participants 



1 
2 

3 
If 

5 
6 

7 



Total 



21. 



\ 

Although the criterion/ of 70 percent of the pdrents-of 
eligibl^- students was not reached, the response. to 
these workshops by parents was .very good. Webster 
school is located i- a community whare distrust ot 
schools, is the norm among parents. Most of them had 
bad school experiences aii^ are; extremely reH^ctant to 
attend school functions. * / ji 



V 
, V 
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SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND BECOHMEND'ATIONS _ . ' 

A su«.ary of. tKi Perfori,ano.-01i3,ctive I>aluatlo„ is give, in Table 16 
■Wow. Kin. ot the fourteen- obJecUvea vere achieved. Iho« vhioh-vere not . 
achieved*sho-.d substantial projresB to.'ard .achieVement. Spekfically, . . . ,. 
Objectfre 1 (reading') hissed' tbe 'criterion by only .four percent as co^ared* ' • 
«th twenty percent last yekr. Objective 6 (kindergarten reading readiness) ■ 
me«se came very close to the critiribn (witW 3*) more than doubling . 
-last ye-ar-s results. _ Ob jective .9 (coUege training) va. substantially changed . 
fron, last year in its retirement for the nu=nber of teachers and/or ^, 
paraprofessionals to be trained (36 as compared with 3 l-t year). Bi^t pernor., 
received college training paid by the project, si. of these persons work at .. 
the' .project sihobl.. Objective 12 (Speech Therapist)" was not achieved for , 
two important re)isons. Thi firs, was tie result of budget, ^ts which precluded- ^ 
the project from hiring a Speech Therapist as stated in the proposal. The 
second- wa^that only four'^tudents^could be evaluated making it ^.ceasary 
for aU students to shl* improvement in order for the objective- to .be achieved. 
' - Tinally, Objective 1- (parent workshop partipipation) was not achieved 
based on the data available.' These data may be misleading for the reasons 
stated earlier in this report. The forty-three percent, turnout reported is . . 

certainly respectable, however. . 

' rier. are, howev,;, ^ome instances in^hich these results are indicative 
Pi weaknesses in the program. Based on these results.Jthe following 
recommendatioiis are made. * 



ERIC 



1. The culture tests should, be adainistered to pupils in 
all grades so that results will be representative of 

- \ the; project as a whole. 

2. All ^participants should bs tested in order to avoid ' 
loss of sample size due to missing data. This was - 

; especially a. problem .this year on the self-concept 
posttest. 

3. .The effort to involve parents in school activities 
>hould- be continued. It has been very successful as 

\' compered with pther schools of similar" composition. 
,An attempt .should also be made to. keep records on 
which pafents attend workshops. A place for students' 
names -on the sign-in sheet might be helpful. 

TABLE l6 
Objective Achievement Summary 



Achieved Not Achieved 



Objective 1 

Objective 2 . ' x 

Objective 3 ^ 

Objective ^ ^ x 

Objective 5 ° ^ 
, Objective 6 
/Objective 7 . ^ 

Objective 8 x 
Objective 9 

Objective 10 , x 
Objective 11 x 
-Objective 12 

Ob j ecti"ve-i5— — ^ 

Objective I'f 



In conclusion, it is- the oj)inion of the evaluator that this project has 
been .enormously successful in meeting the needs of limited English speaking 
children and -their families^ and should be continued. 



^ Appendix: A 

Workshop Sign-In Sheets 
RcsTilts'of Evaluations 
For^ Staff Workshops 



StTBJECT 

DATE 
LOCATION 
CONSULTANT 
TIME 



TABLE 17 , " - ■ 

TITLE VII 3NSSRVICE WOBKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET 

••Understanding and Developing the Reading Process in Spanish 
of the Bilingual Child'^ 

October 28, 1978 
Detroit Plaza Hotel 

Sr. Juanita Flores 

8:30 a.m.-l:30 p.m. 



N^e 



Scho*ol/0ffi<^^-^^8- 



Subject/Grade 



Ruby W. Harvey 
Mord Essie Ingram 
Amelia Sanchez- 
Dalres Veve 
Kay jaiingham 
Irene Guerrero 
Alexander Velasco 
Joanne Patterson 
James £• Jackson 
Gloria, P. Clingman 
Nina Droliuij 
devfe Manzor 
Rita Dobry. 
Gerald Kaniewski 
Juana J. CanaleS 
Cordilia H. Brovm 
Mirta Irueta 
Martha Moten^ 
--^Doris'^Edwards 
Mary Lou Robinson 
Santos Luevanos 
Rosa Ortez 



Webster 
Webster 
Bennett 
Webster 
Webster 
Bennett 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
^ Webster- 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 



Library 1-5 
Reading 2-5 
Aide 

Bilingual Aid 
Bilingual 5 
Math 1-5 

Staff Coordinator 
Bilingual 5-^ 
Teacher 
Primary II 
Primary II 
Primary II B.B. 
Primary I 
Math 3-5 



'B.B.E.-3 



Preschool 

B.B.E.-5 

B.B.E.-l 

Secretary 
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SUBJECT \ 
DATS-- \ 
LOCATION \ 

\ 

CONSULTANT 

^ \ 

TIKE 



TABLE 18 

TITLE' VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET 

: .tDevelopment of Bilingual Materials and Activities for Mathematics". 
: November 18, 1978 
: Detroit Plaza Hotel 

» " ' 

: Geraldine I.^ Nowak 
: 8:30 a.ni.-i:30 p*m. 




Name 



School/Office-Reg. 



Subject/Grade. 



Micheline Bbsas 
Cristina M. ^Alvarez 
JesejLe U. Grout 
Roseilary Gonzales 
Marion Whitp \ 
Edwrena Williams 
Gloria P. clingman 
Juana J. Canales 
Gerald Kaniewski 
Rosa Ortez \ 
Marian *P. Ncijp/ak\ 
Elvira Popkey ; 
Eloise Terrell \ 
Darlene M. Browni 
Martha L. Mbten \ 
Nina Droliufi^ \ 
Clevfa Manzor 
Mord '.Essie Iagram\ 
Doris R. EdWjards \ 
Ruby W. HarVey \ 
"-Mary-Lou^-Robinaon I 
Silvtestre L.jAcosta 
Cordelia Brown \ 
Geraldine I. Nowak 



Webster 
Webster^ 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster' 
Webster 
Webster 
.Webster 
McQraw 
McGraw 
McGraw 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
^Webster- 
Webster 
Webster 



Teacher Aide 
Kindergarten 
Kindergarten 
Parapro f essional-5 tti 
Primary (I.S.S.A*) 
Primary & Third (S.S.A.) 
Primary Unit 



Math-Science 
Secretary 

Teacher (Homerpom-5) 
B«B«E« 

Teacher (Homeroom-3) 

Teacher (Homeroom ^5) 

Assistant Principal 

Primary II 

Primary II 

Reading 

Preschool 

Library 

-BvB.E.-5 

A & C 

B»B'»E»~3 
Consultant 




ERIC 
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TABLE 19 



TITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN- SHEET 



SUBJECT : Equipment anl Materials Demonstration 
DATE 5 January 26, 1979 

LOCATION : 
CONSULTANT : 

TIME : ' ' 



flame 



Rita Juardo 
Percy Villaverde 
Cristina M. ^Alvarez 
Dolores Veve 
Rosemary Gonzales 
Jxxlieta Molina 
Elissa Rios 
Mirta Irueta. 
Julia Ortiz 
Kathy Kobraii 
Alixander Velasco 
Joanne Patterson 
Juana J. Canal es 
Cordelia Brown 
Martha Moten 
Antonia Gonzalez 
Elizabeth Fella 
Rita Dobry ' ^ 



School/Office-Reg. 



Webster 

Language Ed, 

Webster 

Webster 

Webstej:* 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Preston 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Preston-* 

Preston 

Webster 



Nedra Ptak 
Clevfe Manzor 
SantoB Luevanos 



HougKton 

Webster 

.Webster 



Subject/Grade 



Teacher 
Teacher 

Paraprofessional 

Par apr o f essional 
Paraprofessional 
Paraprofessional 
Paraprofessional 
Bilingual Coordinator 
Par apr o f es si onal 
Bilingual Teacher 
Staff Coordinator 
Bilingual Teacher 
Director 
Teacher B.B.B* 
Assistant Principal 
Par apro f essional 
Parapro f essional 
Teacher Primary I 
-^Teacher— 
B.B.E. Teacher . 
B.B.E. Teacher 



ERLC 
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TABLE 20 

-TITLE VII INSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET 

• / - 

SUBJECT ■ : "Teaching of Reading Readiness, Reading .Methods and Techinques 
in the Bilingual Classroom" 

DATE s February 10, 1979- 

LOCATION. : Detroit Plaza Hotel- 

CONSULTANT : Mr. Fernando Lozano ^ ' ^ ^ 

^TME : 8:30 a.m. -1:30 p.m. 



Name 



School/Of fice-Reg, 



Subject/Grade 



Alexander Velasco 
Gloria Pi Clingman 
Micheline Bosas 
Julia Ortiz 
Dolores Veve 
Rosa Ortiz 
Martha Moten 
Elvira Popkey 
.Rita Dobry 
Gerald' Kaniewski 
Clevfe Manzor 
Santos Luevanos 
Maria Lopez 
Doris Edwards 
Mirta Iruieta 
Cordelia H. Brown 
r^Stlvestre-Lv-Acosta- 

Jixana J» Canales'- 



Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 

♦Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 

'Ellis 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 

.--Webster- 
Webster 



Staff Coordinator 

Primary 

Aide ^5 

Aide^ >^ 

Aide 3-^ 

Secretary 

Assistant Principal 
E.S.L. 3-6 
Primary 
Math 3-5 
Primary II 
Primary I 
Paraprofessional 
Head Start 

B.B-.E^-3 

_.H/C Coordinator.,-^ — 

Title VII Administrator 



ERLC 
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TABLE 2i 



SUBJECT : 
DATE 

LOCATION ■ : 
CONSULTANT : 
TIME : 



TITLE VII iNSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET ^ " 

"Cultural Awareness. Training, as a Strategy to Eihance the 
Self-Iiaage of the Bilingual Child" 

February 2k, 1979 
Detroit Plaza Hotel 
David E. Kibbey 
8:30 a.m. -1:30 p.m'i 



'Name 



Scixool/Office-Reg- Subject/Grade^ 



Julia Ortiz 
Martha Mot en 
Goldie, Martenez 
Bosa Ortez 
Joanne H. Patterson 
ELissa Rios 
Alexander Velasco 
Juana J. Canales 
Orl £• Kibby 
Mirta Irueta 
Silvestre L. Acosta 
Mord Essie Ingram 
James E. Jackson 
Cordelia Brown 
Doris Edwards 
Mary Lou Robinson 



Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

We^)ster _ 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 



Aide 3-^ 

Assistant Principal ^ 
Secretary 

Staff Ctoordinator ^ 
Title VII Administrator 
Principal 

A & C 

>5 

3-5 

B.B.E.-3 

Preschool 
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TABLE 22 



TITLE 'VII IHSERVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN SHEET 



SUBJECT 

DATS 

LOCATION 



TIME 



. "Deve:j.oping English Skills^in the Bilingual dassroom 

March /L7t 1979 ' — 

Detroit Plaza Hotel 



CONSULTANT Alma Petrini 



8:3d, a.m. -1:30 p.m. 



Name 



School/Office-Reg. Subject/Grade > 



Rosemary Gonzales 
Grace McCoy 
Cristina M. Alvarez 
Dalres Veve 
Rosa Ortiz 
Gloria ?• Clingman 
Micheline Bosas 
Martha Moten 
Clevfe Manzor 
Ruby.W* Harvey 
Elissa Bios 
Joanne Patterson 
Nina Drolius 
Elvira Popkey 
Juana Canal es 
Rita Dobry 
Gerald Kaniewski 
Mirta Irveta 

iSrlren Snede^er 

Santos Luevanos 
Percy Viiraverde 
Doris R. Edwards 
Cordelia Brovm 



Webster 

Webster 

Webster ^ 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

•Webster 

Webster 

Webster 

McGraw 

Webster 

Webster 

Webster 
. Webster 
-Maybury— ^ 

Webster 

Jjanguage Ed. 

Webster- 

Webster 



5thrParaprofessional 

Paraprofessional 3-5 

Kindergarten 

if th-Par apro f essio nal 

Secretary 

Primary t 
Paraprofessional 4!-5 
Assistant Principal 
Teacher-2nd 

Library 1-5 
Paraprofessional 2-^^ 

Teacher-^ th 
Teacher-2nd 
Teacher-E.S.L. 

Teacher-lst 
Teacher 5-5 



-Kindergfur-ten — 

B.B. 

Teacher Coordinator 
Head Start 
B.B.E.-3 
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TITLE 



TABLE 23 

VII INSiSVICE WORKSHOP SIGN-IN, SHEEP * 



SUBJECT. 

LOCATION 
CONSULTANT 

TIME 



"Developing Cultural Awareness 

May 5, 1979 
Wfebster 

10:30 a.m.-l:00 p.m. ^ 



Among .Parents and Teachers" 




Name 



Cordelia H. Brovm 
Yoland Musleb 
Julia Ortiz 
Mary Lou Robinson 
karian P. Nowak 
Doolres Veve 
David Kibby 
Rosa Ortiz 
Mirta Irveta 
Joanne Patterson 
Saktos Luevanos 



Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
Webster 
.Webster 



School/Office-Reg. Subject^We^ 



Teacher 

Student Teacher 
Aide 
Teacher 
Teacher 
Aide • " 
Principal 
Secretary 
Director 
- Teacher 
Primary I 
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^ TITLE VII 
BILINGUAL PROJECT 
WEBSTER SCHOOL 



Title: Understanding and Developing the Reading Proces s of the 
Bilingual Child in Spanish 



October 28, 1978 



1. The session objectives were clearly stated. 

2. The amount of information provided was 
adequate. 

3. The speakers had a thorough knowledge of 
subject matter. 

4. JChe activities carried out were useful. 

5. The information gained will help me in my 
position. 

6; The workshop was well organized. 

7. The content of this session was adequately 
treated, in depth. 

8. I would attend another workshop that was 
conducted this way. 

9. The speaker(s) expressed ideas* clearly. 

10. I JCelt actively involved in this session. 

11. I have gained new and helpful information 
from this session. v 

12. I will be able to share this in^rmation 
with my staff members. 

-jj; — Ideas and concepts were ^presentea'^t\anr' 
adequate pace. \^ 
Xk. The facilitator/consultant prdyided methods 
of teaching to suit the personal needs of\ 
the* participant. ^ ^ 



15. ' I will be able to use the information gained 

from this workshop in my school. 

16. The objectives of the session were reached. 



SA 


A . 




SD 


17(100^) 


0 


0 


0 




5(3156) 


0 


0 


17(100?^) 


0 


0 . 


0 


15(76^) 




0 


0 


15(76^) 




0 


0 


16(9'*^) 


1(6^) 


0 


0 




3(l8^\ ■ 

1 


0 


0 


15(88^) 


2(12^)" 


0 


0 


l'f(82^) - 


5(18^) 


0 


0' 


9(55^) 


8('t7^) 


0 


0 


15(76^) 




0 


0 


8C50^) 


7(^^) 


1(6^) 


0 


l'f(82^) 


3(18^) 


0 


0 



15(76^) 't(2W 



\15(76^) 
l\(76^) 



0 
0 



0 
0 



Position 

Administrator 
O Teacher 
ERJC Teacher Aide 
aiBHB Unknown 



Webster 
1 

n 
1 
2 



Bennett 

\ 

■ 1 
1 

=3^& - 
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Title' VII 
Bilingual Project , ; 

Webst:er School 




17(3ir,) 3(14%) 0 0 1(5S) 



\ 

1. The session objectives were cl earl y\sta ted. 

)v . i. 17fSU) 4(1 9?^)- 0 0 0. 

2. The ainoun.t of infonnation provided wKs adequate. ^ 17(81.,) 

3. The speakers had a thorough knowledge of subject --^^^^^^ ^^^^.^ ^ q 0 

matter. , " ^ « 

19(90%) 2(10%) 0 0 0 
4 The activities carried out were useful. ^ 

S. TH. i.fo™,t<o„ ,a1.ea wiU .e,p ,„ position. ntS,.) 3,14.) 0- 0 1 

; . . . 16(76%) 4(19%) 0 0 1(5%) 
5. The workshop was well organized. 

7 The content of^this session was adequately treated . ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^.^ q 0 ^^5.) 

• in depth. . '"^ ' ' ' 

8. I would attend another workshop that, was conducted ^^^^^^^^ ^ 0 0 

this way. „ . 

, , 17(81%) 4-(19%) 0 0 0 

■9. The speaker(s) expressed ideas clearly. 

. . . 18(85%) 2(10%) 0 0 1(5%) 

10. I felt actively involved in this session ^ ^ • 

n. I have gained new .and helpful information -from this ^.^^^^^^ ^^^^^^^ ^ ^ ^ 
session. ' 

;i2. i.win be able to si.are this infomation with aiy ^^^^^^^^ ^^^gf;) 0 0 1(5%) 

! .* staff members. 

'l3. Ideas and concepts were presented at an adequate ^^^^^^^^ ^^^4%) 0 0 0 

pace. . _:. , 

, -V.14 The facilitato'r/consultant prov~ided methods of 
■^v, ieLhing to suit the personal needs of the 
participant. 



14(67%) 7(33%) 0 0 



15/1 wil-l^be abl e to use the information gained from ^^^^^^^^ ^^^4%) -0 0 0 

thi-s works !'.op in my school. 



■• 16(76%) 5(24%) 0 0 0 

15. The objectives of the sess.ion were reached. 



\ 



one 1 Teachers 1.0 

■ 'HSc'coord. 1 ■ '3 
Adninstrator \ . • 

SSA .5 • .jj. 

ERJC • 
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TITLE VII " 
"BILINGUAL .PROJECT 
WEBSTER SCHCOL 



Title; Eauinment and Materials Demonstra tion (One hour) 

January 26, 1979 



1.. 
2. 



5. 

6. 

7^ 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11." 
12. 

13. 
lit. 

15. 
16. 



The session objectives were "clearly stated. 
The amount of- information provided was 
adequate . ' 

The speakers had a thorough knowle'dge of 
subject matter. 

The activities carried out were useful. 

The information gained will help me in ray 
position. ' ^ 

The workshop was well organized. 
TEe content of this session was 'adequately 
treated' in depth. ' 

I woiild attend another workshop that was 
conducted this way. . 

The speaker (s)' expressed ideas clearly. 
I felt actively involved in this session. 
I have gained new and helpful information 
from this session. 

I will be ablfe to share this information 
with'ny staff members, 
ideas and concepts were presented at an 
adequate pace. 

The facilitator/consultant provided methods 
of teaching to suit the personal needs of 
the participant. 

I will be able to use the information gained 

from this workshop in ray school. 

The objectives of the session were reached. 



■ SA 


A 


D 


SD 


■ 8(53^) 
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O 
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0 
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4 
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0 


0 

■ 0 
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TITLE sVII 



. bilinguIm project . 
webster school 

Title: Teaching of Reading Readiness, 
Reading MeWds, and Techniques 
- in.-the -Bilingual Classroom 

February 10, 1979 



1. The session' objectives were clearly stated. 

2. The amount of Informatlion provided was adequate. 

3. The speakers had a thorough knowledge of subject 
matter. 

4. Tpie activities carried, out were, useful. 

5. -L information gained will help me in my position. 

6. jnie workshop was well organized. 

7. /The content of this session was adequately treated 
I in depth. 

8. \l wuld attend another workshop that was conducted 
this- .way. 

a^j The speakers Csl expressed ideas clearly. 

10. I felt actively involved in' this session. 

11, ' I have gained new and Relpful information from 

this- session . - >' 

12/ I will Fe able to share this information with my 

staff TneaFers. • 
13, Ideas and concepts were presented at an adequate 

pace. « 

14 TSe fabl^LItator/ consultant provld'ed methods of 
teaching to salt the personal needs of the 
participant. . * 

15. r will Fe able to use tRe ^information gained 
from this workshop in my school. 

16. The' objectives of the session were reached. _ 

t 

Postjitlon; Teacher _5_ Admin. Sec. 
•Coord. _1_ Aide _3_ . 
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TITIE 
BILINGUAL PROJECT 
ViEBSTER SCHOOL 

Title: Cultural Awareness Training As A ' 
Strategy to Enhance th^" Self-linage of 
the*Bilihgual Child 



■ ' , February 2^*, ,1979 

^ • • • , 

The session objectives were clearly stated. 

amount^qr information provided was adequate. 

The speakers had a thorough-knowledge of subject 
matter. 

The activities carried but yg^e useful. 
The information gained will help me in my position. 
The workshop was well orgained. 

The content of • this session was adequately treated, 
in depth. 

.8.. I. would attend another workshop, that was conducted 
• this way. 

9. The speaker(-a) expressed ideas clearly. 

10. I felftvactively involved in this session. 



_ 1. 
2. 
■ 3. 

k. 

5. 
6. 
7. 



SA 56 A 

3 27 8 

' 27 7 

k3 6 



-Ol. I ha^j gSiried.new and helpful information from 
this session. 

-^>-J 12. I w&l! be able to share this information with my 
' • ^ stafvf/ members. 

13. ^deas and concepts were presented at an„adequate 
pace. 

Ik. The facilitator/consultant provided, methods of 
teaching to suit the personal needs of .the 
• participant. 

15. I will be able to use the information gained 
fi;om this 'workshop in my school. 



3 
5 



72 ■ 0 0 
63 0-0 
5lt 0 0 



1 
1 
k 



2t 

k 



l6. The objectives of the session were -reached. 



9 7 
9 8 

36 y 



3 27 8- 72 0 0 



18 9 
k3 6 
36 6 

9^'.9 

9 

27 8 



81 0 ^0 

3k 0 0- 
3k 0 0, 



SD % 

0 0 

0: 0 

0 0" 



63 2 l8 0 0- 
•72 1 9^ ■■ 0 . 0. 
63 ' 0 0 0 0 



0 0 

0 . d 



0 -^0- 



8l 0 0 0 0 

I 

^ -0. 0 0 "f^*^ 

72 0 0 0 0 



i8 8 72 0 0 0. 0 

9 9 8l 0 0 Q , . 0 
27/ 7 65 0 0 _ 0 0 
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Po si tion : Teacher h 
Coord. ° 



Admin 
Aide 



3 



Sec. 1 
Parent \ 



40 



• ' TITLE VII 
BILINGUAL PROJECT 
WEBSTER SCHOOL - 
. r ,n.h Skills in the Bilingual Classroom 
■ - Title:- Developing English SkilJ-S^ 

Wch' 17, 1979 

SA X A.7. D 5^ SD 

21 91 2 9 0^ 0 0 

1. The «s.ion oMectives were d^rly s.a.e.. . , , 0 . „ „ 

• amount of ln£o«.tlon;provided was adequate. 

3. The- speakers had a thorpu* knowledge of sub3*t ^- „ „ „ 0 

"atter. . 19 83 4 17 0 0 0 

. 4. ^ The activities carried out were us.ful. . 3, ^ 9 1 A 0 

. ulll help me in my position. 20 87 Z ^ 

^5. The information gained will help . 21 91 2 9 0 0 0 

6. The-workshop was well organized.-. ' 
■ The content of this session was adequa^ly treated , , 0 0 

in depth. 

. 3 I would-attend another workshop that was conducted „ ^ 9 0. 0 
■ this way. 5e 1 4 0 » 

• 9., The speaker(s) expressed ideas clearly. 
10. I felt actively involved In this session. 
U. t have gained new and helpful information fron ^0 87. 3 13 0 0 

this session* 

U. T will be able to share this Information with my ,3 5 o 0 

Staff members., 

X3. Ideas and concepts were presented at an 21 91 2 ■ 9 0 0 

adequate pace. 

. -participant. ^ 

^ ,7 I irtU be able to use the Information gained 2.9 1 

fr» ihis workshop in my school. 

• 16. The Objectives of the s.xsion were reached. 

c-^ 1 Ass't Principal 1 

1 c Parabto 6 Sec. A — =^ 

Position: Teacherji Para£l2^ 

ERLC* • -59- 



21 91 2 9 0 0 



22 91 1 9 0 0 
A 

21 91 2 9__^ 0 
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Title: Developing Cultural Awareness among Parents and Teachers 

May 5, 1979 
Staff Responses 

' ■ . , * SA (%) A (%) D (%) SD (.%) • 

1... The session objectives were S (62) 3 (38) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
clearly stated. 

2. The amount of information 1 (13) 7 (87) 0 (0) ' 0 (0) 
' provided was adequate. ) - • 

3. The speakers had a thorough 4 (50) 4 (50) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
knowledge of subject matter. 

4. The activites carried out ' 5 (62) 3 (38) 0 (0) 0, (0) n 
were useful. ^ ^ - 

5. The information,, gained will 3 (38) 5 (62) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
help me in my position. 

,6. The workshop was well 3(38) 5(62) 0(0)_ 0(0) 

organized . 

1. The content of this s^esslpn 3 (38) 5 (62) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

was adequately treated in 



depth. 



/ 



8. would attend another work- 2 (25) 6 (75) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
shop that was conducted this 



/ 

way • 



9. The speaker(s) expressed ■ 2 (25) 6 (75) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
ideas clearly. 

10. I felt actively involved 2 (^25) 6 (75) 0 (0) ' 0 (0) 
in this session. 

11. I have gained new and ' 1 (13) 7 (87) 0 (0) 0 (0) 
helpful information from 

_ this, -s e s si on ; ' 

12. . I will be able to share 2 (25) 6 (75)" 0 "(0) 0 (0) 

^t.his information with my staff 
members. 

» * 9 05^ 6 (75) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

13. Ideas and concepts were 2 {2b) b k^d) 

presented at- an adequate pace* 



staff Respbnses>(c6ntinued) 

SA (%L A (%) _P SD_J%I 

' . . 2 (25)- 6 (75) 0 (0) 0 (O) 

14. The facilitator/consultant 2 (2 , . 

provided methods of - 
teaching to suit the personal 
. needs of^the partipant. 

•2 (25) ^ (75) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

15. I .wl'il be able to use the 

V ...Information gained from thxs 
; 4V'"" workshop, in my school. 

•••v-^l . 1 fi7^ 7 (87) 0 (0) 0 (0) 

J„ The Objectives of the sessions 1 (13) 

/ were reached. • . . * 

/ - • " ' 

I' Distribution of Respondents > 

Paraprof essionals 2 
parents 20 secretary ^ 

Teachers 5 



\ 



\ 
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Results of Evaluation Forms 
For Parent Worksbops 



t 

Yes 


nO 


No. % 


No. 


29 100 


" 0 0 


29 100 


0 0 


29 100 ■ 


0- 0 



Tiitle YII 
Bilingual Project 
. Webster School 
Parehtsi-Workshop 

Title: Parents' Effectiveness Training 

Dates: December 6 and ?♦ 197S 



1. There was sufficient time for the workshop activities. 29 

2. This a good day and time for a workshop 

3. The activities were well structured and organized. 

k. The workshop procedures were clear and ■ 29 100 0 0 

appropriate. 

5. - Workshop discussions were centered on topics 29 100 0 0 

directly related to the workshop goals. ^ 

6. The skills and information presented at this 
workshop will be useful to me and/or my 

, " children. 

7. The consultant presented the workshop activities 29 100 0 
skillfully. r 

Comments: ^ 

1. Should have more and more often." 

2. I enjoyed the workshop very much. 

3. I am very pleased because I learned how to help my daughters. 

1,. We-were very happy and pleased to see the interest in showing 

us how to help our children. 

5. We were very pleased with the 'workshop which was for the good 
of our children^ 

6, I want more Parent's Workshops because they are very instructive. 



29 100 
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/' . % "^ITLE VII 

BILINGUAL PROJECT 

WEBSTER SCHOOL 
PARENT'S WORKSHOP 



TITLE: Parental Involvenrent in Bilingual Education 



Date: January 20, 1979 



xes 






No. % 


No. 


% 


19 100 


0 


0 


19 100 


0 


0 


19 100 


0 


0 


19 100 


0 


0 


19 100 


0 


0 








19 100 


0 


0 


19 100 


0 


0 



ERIC 



2. This is a good day and time- for 'a workshop. 

3. The activities were well structured and organized. 

4. The-workshop procedures were clear^and appropriate. 

5. Workshop discussions were centered on topics 
directly related to the workshop goals. 

6. The skills and Information presented at this 
workshop will be useful to me and/or my 
children. 

7. T^ie consultant presented*" the workshop 
activities skillfully. 

COMMENTS: 

a) The films were important and good and interesting. 

b) I think that we should have programs like this more 
often. It is very interesting and instructive. 

c) The films were good and important* 

d) Everything was appropriate and very instructive. • ^ ^ 

e) . I hope we will have more workshops like this one. * > 

f) " It was all right. 

g) I enjoyed the workshop very mu,ch. 

h) Very good and well presented by both persons. \^ 

i) More workshop days. ) ' * 
j) I would like, to have *uore workshops.^ 

k) Enjoy movies and discussion. - - 

1) A good project was presented by both presenters, 



Title VII 
Bilingual Project 
Webster School 



Parent's Workshop 



Title: > Making Xultur^^d-Herita&eJloreRevela^^^ and School. 

Date : February 17 » 1979 

% Yes ' No 

1. There was sufficient time for the workshop 23 9^ 1 ^ ^ 
activities. 

2. This is a good day and time for a workshop. , -2^* 100 0 0 

3. The activities were well structured and 24 100 ' 0 0 
organized. 

1*.- The workshop procedures were-'blear and y • ^ ^ 

appropriate. 

5. Workshop -discussions were centered on 

- topics directly related to the workshop 2^ 100 . 0 0 

goals. 

6. The skills and information presented at 

this workshop will be useful to me and/ ^ ^ 

or my children. . ' 

7. The consultant presented the workshop 24 100 0 0 
activities skillfully. 



Comments: 

1. Everything that was said at the workshop was very imppf'tant. 

2. It was nice and very important. 

3. All of -the program is very important. It is also very, important to know 
how to help our children. 

k. It was a very good workshop. 
'5,- -I. wish that the movie had been in Spanish. 
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Comment a • C ont * d« 

6* The entire program is very beneficial for my children* I enjoyed it 
•very much. , ^ 

7*. I have no comment • Sversrthing was fine. 

8*- The workahop waa very^'good and very important because it \was about our 
children's education. ^ ^ 

^9. A good discussion and a good film. * 

10. A good discussion of the film which was presented. j 

i 

11. I wiph more workehcps such as this one pentered on these , topics were 
• available to the public. ' . • ' 

12. .1 think that if there are more of these, seminars it will alert the public 
and ^ente to help our children. 

13. Very good. The film was good and well discussed. 

Ik. "I enjoyed and acquired a great deal of aid in the help and advice of 
educating my children."^ v,.-] 

15. "I think it was very educative for^ne and my children." 
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TITLE VII 
BILINGUAL PROJECT 

WEBSTER SCHOOL 
PARENTS' WORKSHOP . 

„tLE: Pa.e„tal Involvement in.BiUng^l Education: How .0 Conauc. a Meetlns. 
Date:: February 21, 1979 



Yes 



H % 



No 



l". There was sufficient time for the q 0 

' workshop activities. 

2. This is a good day and tijne for 'l 4 
a' workshop". * > 

3. The activities were well- structured ^ 0 - 
and organized. 

4. The workshop procedures wer'3 clear ,^ q q 
and appropriate. . . 

5 Workshop discussions/ were centered 

• on topics directly . r^|lated to the . q 0 

workshop goals. ,v>^'*' 

6 The skills and information presented . . 

* at this workshop will' be useful to q 0 
me and/ or my children. 

7 The consultant presented the work- q 0 . 
shop activities skillfully. 

.*One respondant failed to_ answer. ^ 
Comments: 

1. It was very nice. All of likad It very -uch. ^ , 

.1 enioyed this wo'rUs^op. It helped ™e to appreciate the arts of Mexico. 
3. It was very nice. I enjoyed it. ^ 
A tt was very interesting and it helped m^ very much. 

3. I agree with the 'e^plainations given by the persons directing the work- 
shop . . V 

- ' . 49' 



6. In ray opinion the workshop was very well explained. 

7. The workshop was very interesting. I hope all the ones which are given 
will be the same. _ 

8., Mrs. Aguilar was very nice. Everything was useful for a new representative. 
9. The film was very interesting and every thingv was very nice. 

10. Everything was nice and important, 

11. Everything was nice. 

12. ■ The films were important and of great interest. 

13. Very good and well presented. We learned how to handle and conduct ^ 
a meeting. 

14. I liked it very much. It was very well presented. 

2 5. I liked it very much and I hope that there will Be more Parents" Work- 
shops . , ^ 

16. The talk was very good for all of us and I hope they continue so that 
we can learn more, 

17. The talk was devine. 
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TITLE VII ■ , 
^BILINGUAL PROJECT 
.W23STIS SCHOOL 

PASaiTS' WORKSHOP 
title: Developing Effective Co»u„i=.tions Between Ece and School 
DATS t March 3, 1979 

Yes No 
N %~ N % 

V 

There was sufficient tir.e for the workshop ^. ^2 

activities. • S 

This is a good day and time for a workshop. 26 100 

e i^tivities were well structured and^ \ q 0 

organized. 

TheWkshop- procedures were clear and ^ q 

appropriate. 



. Workshop\discussions were centered on topics 
directly \elated to the worksnop goals. 

The skills 'and' information presented at this 
* workshop will, be useful to me and/or my 



0 0 



children. 



26 100 0 0 



The consultant presented the workshop 26 100 0 0 

activities skillfully* 

•One participant fa'iled to respond. 

Comments : 
. think it was very good. 
arrSO^-.parent. would have been here. Lnterestins fro. =tart to end. 

5. Everything wa=, important, I^hope^hat it helps our children. 
U. The tar. was based on what we wanted to learn, how to explain things to 
our children. 

-J T continue to move ahead in this 

5. This talk was very good. I nope continue 

direction. * * - ^ 



7 

( 



r 



6. We are doing everything that was discussed. 

7. - We are in agreement with everything that was said about the children. 
S. It was very interesting and very good. 

9. It was very i^od and very interesting. 

10. Good and very well- discussed. 

11 The workshop was very well conducted. Everything was well explained 
for the students. Dr. Kibbey explained things very well. 

12. I have enjoyed this" workshop better than all I have attended! 

13. The sane rules which apply here should be in force in the entire schiol. 
It was very good. Let's have another one. 

15 I think it was very good but 'I also 'feel that there should have been' 
some representation of students. Perhaps they would be aole to have 
some impact. 



V 
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TITLE VII 
. BILINGOAL PROJECT 
\. ^EBSTER SCHOOL 

COMBINED WORKSHOP 
^% ; FOP 

• PJVRENTS* AND STAFF ^ 

TITLE: Developing Cultural Awarenes^s Among Parents and Teachers 

DATE: May.S, 1979 



Parent Responses 



Yes No 



1. There was' sufficient time for the 
workshop. 

2. This is ^ good day and time for a 
workshop* ' " • 

..3. The activities were well structured 20 100 

and organized,' 

<■ 

4. The workshop procedures were clear '20 100 
and appropriate., 

5. Worksl^op discussions were centered 20 • 100 
on topics directly related to the^.- ^. > 

^ workshop" goals .• 

Ve. The skills. and inforaation presented ^0 100 

at this workshop will be useful to 
me and/or my children. 

7. Th,e. consultant presented the 20 100 

wo'rkshop activities skillfuHyt 



N * N * 

16 80 -4 20 

20 .100 • 0 ■ 0 



Appendix: C 
Culture Test Instruments 
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM 
, HERITAGE AND CULTURE 
TEST ONE 



PUERTO RICO 



\ 



Choose. from the words below to fill in the blanks. 

1. Atlantic Ocean -5. Columbus 9. pineapples 

2. Caribbean Sea 6. colmado 10. '^00 years 

3. .San Juan ?. Pablo Casals 11. 35 miles, 100 miles 
k. Spanish and English 8. 'an island 



i: The body of wate'r north of Puerto Rico is 

2. The body of water, south of Puerto Rico is _ 

3 discovered Puerto Rico. 

K is surrounded by water on all sides. 



r 

5, The Spanish ruled Puerto Rico for 



The island iS| . wide and _ long. 



A Vamouk cello player from Puerto Rico was 
A store that sells everything is called a _ 



is the capital of Puerto Rico. 



10, Sugar and " are exported to the United States. 



-5> 



WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM 
, HERITAGE AND CULTURE 
TEST TWO 

STUDY GUIDE 



Choose from the words below /and fill in the blanks, 
1^ nature gods ^. arts and crafts 



2* Moctezuma 
5* war 



5. pyramids 

6. corn 



7. priests 

8. human hearts 

10. Tenochititlan 



1.^ The 



made the laws for the people. 



2. The Aztecs believed the 

3. - What kind of gods did they believe iji? 



controlled "the weather. 



if. They sacrificed 
5- The ^- \ 

6. • L_ 



to the gods. 



7. 



had their temples on top. 
was their main food, 
was the name of the city 



8t The Aztecs' weVe; always at 



was their leader, 



10. The Aztecs made beautiful 



and 
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WEBSTiS BILINGUAL PROGRAM 
HiSITAGE AND CULTURE 
TEST THEEE- 



-.ffi AZTECS OF MEXICO 
1. The name of the Aztec capital on the site of what is now Mexico City was: 



2. Who was the emperor of the Aztecs when the Spanish invaders arrived in what is 
now Mexican territory? 

3. Who was He man Cortez? 

k. In What year did the Spanish arrive on the Coast of the Aztec empire?' 

5. Did the Aztecs try to defend their empire? -c> 

6. What happened in what is now called "La Noche Triste"?(The sad night) . 

7. Who was Malinche? 

8. What did the Spaniards call Malinche? 

9. How did Malinche help the Spaniards? 

10. Why do you think that today Malinche is a word for "t^^tor- in .Mexico:- 
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PRCX3RAM 
HEHITAQE AND CULTtlRE , ; 

TEST FOUR 

THE MEXICAN REVOLUTION OF N.OVE>BER 20, 1910 

Choose and circle the correct answer. 

1. The people were very unhappy because 

a) ^ The land did not belong to them b) the rich men were kind 

2* The "president of Mexico at that time was: 

,a) Benito Juarez b) Porfirio Diaz c) .Emiliano Zapata 

3* Don Francisco !• Madero was not afraid of Diaz.. He wanted 

a) Free and democratic elections b) free land c) to be president 

Panchp Villa was a good revolutionary general because he: ^ 

a) fought the rich men b) helped the poor people c) he took cattle 

from the rich to 
give to" the. hungry 
people 

5. Porfiro Diaz was defeated and he boarded a ship and went to: 
a) the United States b). ^>uerto Rico c) France 

6, The anniversary of the Mexican Revolution is celebrated as a national 
holiday on: 

a) November 20 b) September l6 c) May 5th 



5o 



WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM 
HERITAGE AND CULTURE 
TEST FIVE 

CDBA 

Name four islands. 

Is Cuba an island? Why? 

Write the nam.es of Cuba's provinces. 

What are the main products of Cuba? 

How is the climate in Cuba? 
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WEBSTER BILINGUAL PROGRAM 
HiillTAGE AND CULTURE 
TEST SIX 

What mountains range are found in Mexico? 



Name two Mexicans voleanos. 



Name Mexico's most important river i 



How is the climate in Mexico? 



Name the most . important product of Mexico. 




/ 

/ > 
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Appendix: D 

Results of Spanish Language 
Achievement Testing in Reading and Mathematics 



In accordance- with Title VII guidelines* project students were tested 
in Spanish as well as English. The instrument used was \the Comprehensive 

• • • 

Tests of Basic Skills t .Spanish version (CT3S/Espanol ) published by 
CTB/McGraw Hill in 1978. Students were pretested in December, 1978 and 
posttested in May' 1979- The levels and subtests administered to each grade 
are listed in Table 2h below. 

• TABLE 2k 

Levels and Subtests of CTBS/^spanol ' 
Administered to Project Students , 
By Grade 



Grade 



Level Subtests 



3 k 



B Beading Comprehension 

Math Computat.ion o 
Math Concepts & 
Applications 

Q Reading Comprehension 

Math Computation 
Math Concepts and ^ 
Applications i 

X . Reading Compression 

Math Computation 
Math Concepts and 
Applications 

\^ 

2 Reading Comprehension 

, Math Computation! 

Math Concepts and 
Applications \ 



O -60- 
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Results Of these tests sre presented in Tables 25 through 28. H» 
score ^eans ahd grade .e,ui-«Xent soore .eans are presented. laterpretatioa 
of the litter ia'terms of the projects objectives, of one «.nth gain for . 
each «onth of program participation indicates positive results in grade 5 
reading and grade 1 and 2 ^.thenatics.. It should be noted that no grade 
equivalent scores are provided by the publisher for the reading co^rehension 
subtest in grades 1 and 2. 



Grade 

1 
2 

3 
k 

5 



TABLS 25 

Pre- and Post test Means and Standard 
Deviations and Mean Gains by Grgde, 
in Raw Score Units on CTBS/Espanol 
Reading Conprehension Subtest 




N 

12 
12 
12 
Ik 
16 



8.0 
5.9 
10.3 
12.7 
11.2 



2.7 
k.7 
2.7 
6.8 
k.l 



21.5 
8.6 

11.5 
10.6 
lif.6 



2.0 
if.8 

k.3 

h,7 



13.5 
2.7 
1.2 
-2.1 
3.** 
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TABLE 26 

Pre- and Posttest Means and Mean 
Gains by Grade* in Grade Equivalent 
Units on CTBS/Espanol Subtest 




k 

5 / 

•GE3 scores are not 



12 
12 

1:6 



2,k 

' 3.1 
2.9 



2.5 
2.7 



0.1 
-0.4 
1.2 



available for this subtest m grades 1 & 2. 
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Pre- and Tosttest Means and Standard 
Deviations- and Mean Gains by Grade 
in Raw Score Units on CTBS/Sspanol 
Total Mathematics Subtest 



Pretest Posttest 



Grade 
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Pre- and Posttest Means and Mean 
Gains by Grade in Grade Equivalent 
Units on CT3S/Espanol Total Mathematics 
Subtest Y 



Mean 

N X SD x- SD Gain 



• 1 


.0' ■ 

12 


25 .'0 


k.9 


46.3 


6.0 


210 


z 


12 


19.2 


k.7 


31.5 


5.6 


12.3 


3 


8 


35.'+ 


7.3 


'+5.5 


16.2 


10.1 


k 


13 


55.5 


12.6 


. 20.'+ 


k.o 


-35.1 


5 


15 


'+3-9 


ll.k 


^+7.1 


' 12.1 


3.2 



Grade 


Pretest 
Mean 


Posttest 
Mean 


Mean. 
Gain 


! 

I 

} 


1 


1.^ 


2.3 


0.9 


I 


2 
3 


2.6 


2.2 
3.0 


0.5 


' \ 

i 
t 

\ 

\ 


If 


3.'+ 


1.5 


-1.9 


5 


'+.7 


h.9 


0.2 
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